We talk of them descending from the 'Tree of Life," which is a metaphor for what 
actually did happen, as our tree-dwelling ancestors left the protection of the trees to stand 
erect upon the earth. We are biologically related to all other life forms on this planet, and 
like all other life forms, our physical bodies are made up of the elements of the earth. 
When we die, our substance returns to the earth. We believe in a 'Giver of Life," a 
"Creator," but we do not believe in a "Heavenly King," or "Lord," which is a reflection 
of the Epoch of Exploitation. 

We believe that it is Creator's intention that we live together as a people and share the 
bounty of his blessings in peace, and that no one was intended to lord it over or exploit 
another. The issues of race, ethnicity and nationality that divide us are of our own 
invention. As far as we have drifted from Creator's intention, we are not completely lost, 
we can still find our way back home, back to Creator. We have lost our innocence, but 
not our free will. We can determine to put an end to the Epoch of Exploitation, to war and 
injustice and their causes. We have the means at our disposal to eliminate hunger and 
want for all. We can take what we need from Nature without overtaxing the eco-system. 
We can once again stand tall upon the earth as free human beings, as Lenape. 

It is to these ends that we are building the Lenape National Restoration Movement 
(LNRM) and the Red Heart Warriors Society (RHWS). Our traditional spiritual 
orientation will illuminate the way. The path will be difficult and demanding, but the 
future shall be bright. We shall dare to make it so. May Creator stand us tall! A'ho! 




Lumbees display captured Klan flag 



Red Heart Warrior Society SQUJH CH|CAQ0 ABC 
P.O. Box 4362 - |NE D|STR o 

Allentown, Pennsylvania 18105 p^ HO MEWOODIL 60430 
(610)-437 "71 or (717)-625-2840 




Race, Ethnicity and Nationality in America 

By Tom Big Warrior, June 1, 2003 

Because of the particularities and peculiarities of American history, race, ethnicity and 
nationality form complex patterns, divisions and overlays in the texture of American 
society. First and foremost, America is a colonial-settler society occupying the 
homelands of numerous indigenous nations. These once sovereign nations have not 
disappeared, they are just under the boot-heel of the colonial-settler society. The 
indigenous Americans constitute an oppressed ethnic minority in America and are part of 
the multi-ethnic underclass of poor and working people at the bottom of American 
society as well as oppressed semi-sovereign nations. 

The colonial-settlers came from many nations in Europe, and they brought over millions 
of kidnapped Africans to labor as slaves on the plantations and in the mines of America. 
To a lesser degree, Asians were also later brought over as coolie laborers, primarily on 
the West Coast The Europeans merged into the white "race" in America, though many 
retained ethnic identities as German-Americans, Irish- Americans, Italian-Americans, and 
so on. The Africans were also merged into a black "race" after being stripped of their 
national identities and culture. 

Under conditions of slavery and segregation, two distinct nations, one black and one 
white, emerged in America, particularly in the South. Moreover, to have any discernable 
African blood-heritage at all put one in the Black Nation. Even today, a Mariah Carey is 
considered to be a "Black entertainer, " though one must look hard to see she is not 
completely "white." James Earl Jones is considered to be a "Black actor," though 
recently he was honored as the "Cherokee Man of the Year." 

At one time, colonialism made the distinction of "Mixed-bloods," "Mulattos" or 
"Colored People," but gradually all non-white people were classed as "Coloreds." The 
standard racial categories today are: Negro (black), Caucasian (white), Hispanic, Asian 
and Native American or Pacific Islander. Only in white-racist America would "Hispanic" 
be considered a race. "Hispanic," or "Spanish-speaking" people can be white, Black, 
Indian, Mulatto, Metes or of any other ethnic background. But even the Portuguese- 
speaking Brazilians are classed as "Hispanic" here. 

Martin Sheen, and even his son, Emilio Estavez, (who uses the family name), are 
considered to be "white actors" in America, while Ricardo Monteban or Cesar Romero 
are "Hispanics." I guess the difference is the accent. Geraldo Rivera "became" 
"Hispanic" after starting his career as Jerry Rivers. There are Spanish- speaking Indians, 
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1 he Indian Reorganization Act of 1934 put a stop to allocations and sale of Indian lands, 
restoring what was left to the nations under the trust of the federal government in what 
became known as the "Indian New Deal." "It didn't pan out as we thought it was going to 
be." Amos Owen, Mdewakanton Sioux tribal chairman, told historian Herbert T. Hoover 
in a 1970 interview. "I remember when we first organized, the Wheeler-Howard Act was 
I guess originally the way it was written up, it was really good. If the Indians made a little 
money or they became more prosperous as a community, they could, in turn, buy up more 
land. That was the way the Wheeler-Howard Act was written up. And before it went 
through Congress, I guess, it was revised a bit so that buying back land was struck out of 
some of the papers it was drawn up on. I don't know how this came about, but it wasn't 
in the charter and the constitution and bylaws when the thing came into effect. So we 
done it; I can't just go out and say the Bureau of Indian Affairs done it. But they didn't 
believe in colonies like ours, a small community like ours buying back land that 
originally belonged to us anyway." 

The goal of policy was to shift the Indian population to the cities. Termination, as an 
overt and expressed policy to assimilate the Indian nations, reached its zenith in the 
1950s. A law passed by Congress in 1953, commonly known as Public Law 280, 
authorized some states to extend their criminal laws to Indians on reservations and also 
authorized state courts to hear and decide cases arising on reservations where one or both 
of the parties were Indian. 

Kennedy and Johnson, took a more liberal stance towards the issue of Indian rights than 
the Eisenhower Administration, but basically by emphasizing the position of the Indian 
peoples as part of America's underclass and as eligible recipients of federal assistance 
under the "War on Poverty." The goal of termination of the nations' sovereignty rights 
was still implicit in the feds' Indian policy. 

The Nixon Administration employed dual tactics of repression and concessions, officially 
abandoning the strategy of termination for one of granting limited self-determination. 
Samuel R. Cook explains in "What is Indian Self-Determination?" [RED INK, Volume 3 
Number One (1 May 1994)]: 

In words and substance, the Nixon administration essentially developed a blueprint for 
self-determination policy. Under Nixon, the BIA began to make contracts with tribal 
governments and communities for the tribal control of federal services and programs. 
Although these procedures had yet to be formally codified, many tribes found they were 
able to administer social and economic programs in ways that would more accurately 
meet the needs of their communities. Nixon also evoked the opinions and actions of 
natives in his policy initiatives to an unprecedented extent. This partially reflected the 
tenor of the times. Native political activity in the national sphere had reached an all-time 
high, and its visibility made it imperative that policy-makers respond. Yet however 
progressive, Nixon's Indian policy initiatives were unfortunately complicated by the bane 
of the Nixon administration. That is to say, Nixon's policies tended to be too liberal for 
many of his Republican lieutenants to substantively endorse. 

The Indian Self-Determination Act of 1975 codified the procedures for the tribal 
contracting of federal programs. Ford and Carter did little to alter things, however, the 
"Reagan Revolution" brought drastic cuts in every program affecting Indians. 
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Unemployment shot up from 40 to 70 percent in Indian communities between 1981 and 
1983. Many were forced to sell their land rights and move off reservation to seek jobs. 

In 1984, Congress passed the Indian Land Consolidation Act to deal with the problem of 
fractionalization of land allotment interests stating that inherited interests amounting to 
less that two percent would automatically revert to tribal ownership. Fractionalization of 
ownership claims continues to be a major problem for reservation Indians, tribal courts 
and the BIA in attempting to probate Indian estates and maintain the Individual Indian 
Monies system. 

In 1988, Congress passed the Indian Gaming Regulatory Act. Indian nations had already 
begun to turn to casino gambling and Bingo as a means of raising funds. The US 
Supreme Court ruled in the State of California v. the Cabazon Band of Mission Indians 
that the states could not invoke Public Law 280 to stop Indian gambling or any activity 
that was allowed but regulated under state law. The IGRA was based on the Cabazon 
decision. 

Unlike gaming activities owned by non-Indian concerns, the profits from Indian gaming 
must go to provide for the general welfare of the tribe and its membership, to fund tribal 
government and its services or those provided by local governments, to promote tribal 
economic development or be given to charitable causes. Of course there are still lots of 
ways for individuals to profit from the casinos and their management. 

To oversee the gambling, the National Indian Gaming Commission was established 
within the Department of the Interior. A tribe is required to negotiate a compact with the 
state government and the states are required to negotiate in good faith. Disputes are 
resolved in federal district courts. 

In April of 1994, President Clinton summoned the tribal leaders of all 547 federally- 
recognized Indian nations to the White House. He reaffirmed the '"unique legal 
relationship" between the US government and the federally-recognized tribal 
governments going back to the Cherokee Nation v. Georgia (1831), which declared the 
Indian tribes to be "domestic dependent nations." Clinton issued a directive to the 
executive branch stating that all agencies must operate within a government-to- 
government relationship with the federally-recognized nations, and consult, 'to the 
greatest degree practicable and permitted by law," with the tribal governments before 
taking any actions that would affect the nations. 

The government agencies were also required to assess the impact of their agencies on the 
tribal trust resources and "assure that the tribal interests are considered before the 
activities are undertaken," and to "remove procedural impediments to working directly 
with tribal governments," as well as to work cooperatively with other government 
agencies. The US Department of Justice issued a policy statement on Indian sovereignty 
and government-to-govemment relations. It recognized that the "Indian tribes as 
domestic dependent nations retain sovereign powers, except as divested by the United 
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